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Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

Responsive to communication(s) filed on 21 February 2006 . 
This action is FINAL, 2b) El This action is non-final. 

Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 
closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1 935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 21 3. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) 03 Claim(s) 18-50 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) M Claim(s) 18-50 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)13 The drawing(s) filed on 29 October 2001 is/are: a)[X] accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 

Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
1 1 )□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-1 52. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12)D Acknowledgment is made of 'a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d) or(f). 
a)D All b)D Some * c)D None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. D Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. Q Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 
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Continued Examination 

A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set forth in 
37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this application is 
eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.1 14, and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) 
has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action has been withdrawn pursuant to 
37 CFR 1.1 14. Applicant's submission filed on 8/26/2005 has been entered. 

Claim Status 

Claims 18-50 are pending; claims 1-17 having been canceled. Claims 18-50 are rejected 
as detailed below. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 
The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section~made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 2 1 (2) of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 18-50 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Pub No US 
2001/0044810 issued to Timmons (hereafter Timmons). 
Claim 18: 

Timmons discloses: 
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(a) building a first sequence of stable elements from the first document, wherein the first 
sequence of stable elements represents an ordered list of elements where each element is from 
the predetermined set of stable elements [Fig 1, paragraph 80] 

(b) building a second sequence of stable elements from the second document, wherein the 
second sequence of stable elements represents an ordered list of elements where each element is 
from the predetermined set of stable elements [Fig 3, paragraph 84] 

( c ) generating one or more search queries from the first sequence of stable elements [paragraph 
84] 

(d) searching the second document by comparing the second sequence of elements with the one 
or more search queries to produce one or more comparison results [Fig 4, paragraph 98] 

(e) determining the desired element in the second document from the one or more comparison 
results [Fig 4, steps 406/408, paragraph 98] 

Claim 1,9: 

Timmons discloses wherein generating one or more search queries from the first 
sequence of elements comprises determining a tolerance level and using the tolerance level to 
determine the one or more search queries [fuzzy logic, paragraph 14] 
Claim 20: 

Timmons discloses wherein generating one or more search queries from the first 
sequence of elements comprises building the one or more search queries of a length equal to the 
tolerance level [paragraph 24] 
Claim 21 : 
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Timmons discloses determining a new tolerance level if the desired element cannot be 
determined from the one or more comparison results, and generating the one or more search 
queries of a length equal to the new tolerance level [Fig 8, step 830, incremental results are 
presented, paragraph 70] 
Claim 22: 

Timmons discloses performing at least steps (c), (d) and (e) a plurality of times to 
determine the desired element [Fig 4] 
Claim 23: 

Timmons discloses wherein determining the desired element from one or more query 
results comprises determining the desired element from an exact match between a search query 
and the second sequence of stable elements [paragraph 84] 
Claim 24: 

Timmons discloses wherein determining the desired element from one or more query 
results comprises determining a best match between one or more search queries and the second 
sequence of stable elements [paragraph 85] 
Claim 25: 

Timmons discloses wherein determining the best match between the search query and the 
second sequence of stable elements comprises counting a number of matches per element for 
each search query and the second sequence of stable elements [score the page, paragraph 25] 
Claim 26: 
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Timmons discloses wherein determining the best match between the search query and the 
second sequence of stable elements comprises choosing the search query with a highest number 
of matches as the best match [paragraph 25] 
Claim 27: 

Timmons discloses wherein each search query is associated with a search query position 
representing a relative position of the desired element in the search query to the desired element 
in the related document and wherein determining the best match between the search query and 
the second sequence of stable elements comprises choosing a search query having a search query 
position closest to a position of the desired element in the second sequence of stable elements as 
the best match [ paragraphs 70-76] 
Claim 28: 

Timmons discloses further comprising constraining a stable element in the predetermined 
set of stable elements with an attribute associated with the stable element [feature extraction tags 
can be combined to create more accurate and persistent flags, paragraph 83] 
Claim 29: 

Timmons discloses wherein building a first sequence of stable elements comprises 
searching for the constrained stable element and the attribute associated with the constrained 
stable element in the first document [paragraph 83] 
Claim 30: 

Timmons discloses wherein building a second sequence of stable elements comprises 
searching for the constrained stable element and the attribute associated with the constrained 
stable element in the second document [paragraph 83]. 
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Claim 3 1 : 

Timmons discloses further comprising searching for a target desired element based on the 
target desired element's relationship with the desired element [page contents is divided and 
sorted per the feature extraction object, paragraph 13] 
Claim 32: 

Timmons discloses storing the second sequence of stable elements [aggregated 
information creates a new information object] 
Claim 33: 

Timmons discloses wherein the first sequence of stable elements is a sequence of 
characters representing elements in the predetermined set of stable elements [ paragraphs 99 and 
100] 

Claim 34: 

Timmons discloses wherein the first and second documents comprise HTML documents 
[paragraph 6] 
Claim 35: 

Timmons discloses: 

selecting the desired element in the first document using the user interface [Fig 1, paragraph 80] 
determining a set of stable elements based on the selected desired element [Fig 1, paragraph 80] 
building a first sequence of stable elements from the first document, wherein the first sequence 
of stable elements represents an ordered list of elements where each element is from the set of 
stable elements [Fig 1, paragraph 80] r 
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building a second sequence of stable elements fro the second document, wherein the second 
sequence of stable elements represents an ordered set of elements where each element is from the 
set of stable elements [Fig 3, paragraph 84] 

determining one or more search queries from the first sequence of elements [paragraph 84] 
searching the second document by comparing the second sequence of elements with the one or 
more search queries to produce one or more comparison results [Fig 4, paragraph 98] 
determining the desired element in the second document from the one or more comparison 
results [Fig 4, steps 406/408, paragraph 98] 
Claim 36: 

Timmons discloses wherein determining a set of stable elements comprises using a 
default set of stable elements [Fig 2] 
Claim 37: 

Timmons discloses wherein determining a set of stable elements comprises choosing 
elements using the user interface to determine the set of stable elements [Fig 5] 
Claim 38: 

Timmons discloses: 

(a) obtaining an indication of the desired element and its position within the first sequence of 
elements in the first document [Fig 2] 

(b) building a second sequence of elements from the second document representing a second 
plurality of elements found in the second document ordered according to the second sequence of 
documents [Fig 3, paragraph 84] 

( c ) generating one or more search queries from the first sequence of elements [paragraph 84] 
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(d) searching the second sequence of elements of the second document according to the one or 
more search queries to produce one or more search results [Fig 4, paragraph 98] 

(e) determining the desired element in the second document from the one or more search results 
[Fig 4, steps 406/408, paragraph 98] 

Claim 39: 

Timmons discloses wherein the indication of the desired element includes a position of 
the desired element within the first sequence of elements and an identification of the desired 
element from among a set of elements [Fig 2] 
Claim 40: 

Timmons discloses wherein the first and second documents are HML document, the set 
of elements is a set of HTML tags in documents handled by the computer system, the 
identification of the desired element is a tag and the position of the desired element, within the 
first sequence of elements is indicated by ordinal number [paragraph 79, 001] 
Claim 41: 

Timmons discloses wherein searching the second sequence of elements comprises 
comparing the second sequence of elements with the one or more search queries to produce one 
or more comparison results and using the comparison results in the step of determining [Fig 4] 
Claim 42: 

Timmons discloses wherein the desired element in the second document is determined 
from an exact match among the one or more comparison results [paragraph 84] 
Claim 43: 
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Tiinmons discloses wherein the desired element in the second document is determined 
from a best match from among the one or more comparison results [paragraph 85] 
Claim 44: 

. Timmons discloses wherein the best match is a comparison result having the highest 
number of matches between a search query and the second sequence of elements [paragraph 85] 
Claim 45: 

Timmons discloses wherein the best match is a comparison result having a position of the 
desired element in the second document closest to the position of the desired element in the first 
document [paragraph 79] 
Claim 46: 

Timmons discloses determining a tolerance level representable by an integer, building the 
one or more search queries such that each of the one or more search queries comprises a 
sequence of element wherein the number of elements in each sequence is equal to the tolerance 
level [paragraphs 85-95] 
Claim 47: 

Timmons discloses determining if the desired element cannot be found using the one or 
more search queries each having a number of elements equal to the tolerance level, if the desired 
element cannot be found, determining a new tolerance level less than the tolerance level, and 
rebuilding the one or more search queries such that each of the one or ore search queries 
comprises a sequence of stable elements wherein the number of elements in each sequence is 
equal to the new tolerance level [paragraphs 85-95] 
Claim 48: 
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Timmons discloses performing at least steps ( c ), (d) and (e) a plurality of times to 
determine the desired element in the second document [Fig 4] 
Claim 49: 

Timmons discloses wherein the elements comprise element types and element attributes 
such that elements with distinct types and/or distinct attributes are distinctly identified in the first 
sequence of elements and the second sequence of elements and wherein searching comprises 
searching for matching element types and matching element attributes [Fig 2] 
Claim 50: 

Timmons discloses wherein the set of elements used for the first sequence of elements 
and the second sequence of elements comprises stable elements, wherein a stable element is an 
element that is less likely, relative to an unstable element, to the changed in documents 
[paragraph 6] 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed 8/26/2005 have been considered but are not persuasive for 
the reasons given below. 
Applicant Argues: 

Applicant states in the second paragraph of page 12: 
By contrast, the claimed sequences of elements are not related to attributes of a single element, 
but are related to sequences representing a plurality of elements in a document. Furthermore, 
Timmons does not disclose or suggest selecting a set of stable elements from among a set of 
elements including stable elements and unstable elements." 
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Examiner Responds: 

Examiner is not persuaded. In response to applicant's argument that the references fail to 
show certain features of applicant's invention, it is noted that the features upon which applicant 
relies (i.e., related to sequences representing a plurality of elements in a document) are not 
recited in the rejected claim(s). Although the claims are interpreted in light of the specification, 
limitations from the specification are not read into the claims. See In re Van Genus, 988 
F.2d 1 181, 26 USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir. 1993). 

Furthermore, In response to applicant's argument that the references fail to show certain 
features of applicant's invention, it is noted that the features upon which applicant relies (i.e., 
selecting a set of stable elements from among a set of elements including stable elements and 
unstable elements) are not recited in the rejected claim(s). Although the claims are interpreted in 
light of the specification, limitations from the specification are not read into the claims. See In 
re Van Geuns, 988 F.2d 1 181, 26 USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir. 1993). 

For accuracy purposes, the actual claim limitation "wherein the first sequence of stable 
elements represents an ordered list of elements where each element is from the predetermined set 
of stable elements." Examiner maintains the following disclosure by Timmons reads on above 
limitation: 
paragraph 79: 

[0079] The invention supports protocols and techniques for identifying information objects by 
use of attributes of the information objects. These protocols and techniques are collectively 
referred to as Feature Extraction. A feature extraction of an information object a number of 
"fuzzy rules" or attributes describing the information object. For instance, a feature extraction tag 
for a graphic object could be "GOABMMZAOOF. The first character of the tag "G" defines the 
type of net object, with the character G being reserved for graphic object. The second character 
"0 X defines this tag as a Graphics tag version "0" so that we can easily add or modify tags and 
maintain backward compatibility. The "ABMMZA V describes the capture attributes, and "00T is 
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a numeral indicating the occurrence of the graphic object on the page. In this case 
G0ABMMZA001 is the first occurrence of several ABMMZA objects on the page. The attributes 
are ranked with the most significant attribute left-most in the tag with ' A x being the highest value 
and T being the lowest value for any attribute. 

Timmons clearly discloses several ABMMZA objects on a page, the attributes are ranked 
according to the letters of the alphabet A through Z. 
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